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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: Grammatical errors. The 
examiner would like to suggest the following for correction. 

Claim 1, line 8: two application groups associated with each of said at least two processors. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: Grammatical errors. The 
examiner would like to suggest the following for correction. 

Claim 4, line 2: processor utilization associat e associated with each of said at least two 
processors. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-4, 7, 9-13, 16, 18-22, 25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Advani et al. (Patent Number: 6,057,839). 
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With respect to Claim 1, Advani teaches a method for displaying processor usage 
(column 4, lines 30-34; column 5, lines 54-57), comprising: displaying on a display device a first 
graphic type indicative of a processor where one of the first graphic type is displayed for each 
one of at least two processors in a multiprocessor system (column 6, lines 26-28; column 7, lines 
58-64; note that the first graphic type is equivalent to a window having an instantaneous display 
such as a bar graph); displaying on the display device a second graphic type indicative of an 
application group (column 9, lines 9-14; figure 6A; note that the second graphic type is 
equivalent to a line graph in a window and an application group is equivalent to processor 
activity) where one of the graphic type is displayed for each one of at least two application 
programs (See figure 6A column 9, lines 15-18; note that the graphic type is a line graph and the 
application programs which are equivalent to processor activities are shown as variations in 
lines) and wherein at least one graphic type is displayed for each of the at least two application 
groups associated each of the at least two processors (See figure 6A ; column 9 } lines 15-18; note 
that the graphic type is a line graph associated processors 0-3). 

With respect to Claim 10 , Claim 10 differs from claim 1 in that claim 1 is a method 
whereas claim 10 is an apparatus and recites the additional limitation "an apparatus for 
displaying processor usage, comprising: a multiprocessor system comprising a memory; a 
display device in electrical communication with the multiprocessor system; computer-executable 
instructions stored in the memory and operable." Advani teaches an apparatus for displaying 
processor usage (column 3, lines 25-27; See figures 1 and 2), comprising: a multiprocessor 
system comprising a memory (column 4, lines 51-59; See figures 1 and 2, elements 140, 135 and 
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125); a display device in electrical communication with the multiprocessor system (See figure 7, 
element 105); computer-executable instructions stored in the memory and operable (column 4, 
lines 61-64). Thus, the apparatus of claim 10 is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to 
the method of claim 1 . 

With respect to Claim 19 , Claim 19 differs from claim 1 in that claim 1 is a method 
whereas claim 19 is a computer-readable medium and recites the additional limitation "a 
computer-readable medium bearing computer readable instructions for carrying out the acts 
comprising." Advani teaches a computer-readable medium bearing computer readable 
instructions for carrying out the acts comprising providing a visualization tool about a large 
number of processors and their activity (column 3, lines 25-27; column 4 } lines 59-64). Thus, the 
computer-readable medium of claim 10 is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to the 
method of claim 1 . 

With respect to Claims 2, 11, and 20, Advani teaches the method as recited in claim 1 
wherein the second graphic type comprises a color indicative of an application group (column 9, 
lines 40-43; note that the reference states the term "alternate graph" which is a display of 
processor activity equivalent to an application group). 

With respect to Claims 3, 12, and 21 , Advani teaches the method as recited in claim 1 
further comprising a graphic indictor indicating a group of the at least two processors wherein 
the group is indicative of a processor clustering (See figure 6B, element 625; column 9 } lines 38- 
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40 and lines 58-60; note that processor clustering is equivalent to average processor utilization 
for all processors). 

With respect to Claims 4, 13, and 22 , Advani teaches the method as recited in claim 1 
further comprising a graphic indicator of processor utilization associated with each of the at least 
two processors (column 6, lines 54-57; column 7, lines 58-64; a graphic indicator of processor 
utilization is equivalent to the instantaneous displays). 

With respect to Claims 7, 16, and 25, Advani teaches the method as recited in claim 4 
wherein the graphic comprises a bar (column 7 } line 63). 

With respect to Claims 9, 18, and 27 , the method as recited in claim 1, Advani teaches 
an application group comprises at least one independently, computer-executable process (column 
9, lines 15-18; note that processor activity is equivalent to a computer-executable process). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 5-6. 14-15, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Advani as applied to claims 1 and 4 above, and further in view of Manghirmalani et ah 
(Patent Number: 5,8 1 9,028). 

With respect to Claims 5, 14, and 23 , the method as recited in claim 4, Advani does not 
teach the graphic indicator comprises a gauge. 

Manghirmalani teaches a graphic indicator comprises a gauge (See figure 3; column S, 
lines 16-19). 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use a graphic indicator comprising a gauge, as taught by Manghirmalani 
to the method for displaying processor usage of Advani so as to provide the operator with an 
easy-to-understand dial meter (column 9, lines 4-5). 

With respect to Claims 6, 15, and 24 , the method as recited in claim 5, Advani does not 
teach gauge bands reflecting ranges of processor utilization. 

Manghirmalani teaches a dial meter reflecting ranges of a health score for a network or 
device (column 8, lines 39-53). Manghirmalani teaches the health score as correlated to 
processor utilization, where a health score of 5 corresponds to processor utilization of 55%. 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a gauge band reflect ranges of processor utilization to the method for 
displaying processor usage of Advani so as to provide the operator with an easy-to-understand 
dial meter (column 9, lines 4-5). 
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5. Claims 8, 17, and 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Advani as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Chin et al. (Patent No.: 6,456,306 
Bl). 

With respect to Claims 8, 17, and 26 , the method as recited in claim 1, Advani does not 
teach blocks associated with the graphic indicator to indicate an application group assigned to a 
processor. 

Chin teaches blocks associated with the graphic indicator to indicate an application group 
assigned to a processor (See figure 6, elements 601-603; column 6, lines 48-52; note that the icon 
is in the shape of a block). 

It would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have blocks associated with the graphic indicator to indicate an 
application group assigned to a processor, as taught by Chin, to the method for displaying 
processor usage of Advani so as to provide a quick glance to the user which processor is 
experiencing problems (column 6, lines 52-54). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Donna V. Lui whose telephone number is (571) 272-4920. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.. 



Application/Control Number: 10/713,321 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 2629 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Amr Awad can be reached on (571)272-7764. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Donna V Lui 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2629 




